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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 22-34 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 22-34 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 22, 23, 27-32 are 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Schmidt et al. 

Schmidt et al discloses a method of performing a group call, or conference call, 
col. 1 , line 57. Schmidt et al define their group calls as calls where the originator is 
trying to communicate with other members of a predefined user group , col. 1 , lines 50- 
52. Each of Schmidt's predefined user groups are stored in a Group Call Server which 
is database of user groups, where each group member's call address (phone number) 
is listed, col. 7, lines 35-40. Schmidt's group identification number typically consists of 
10 digits, col. 7, lines 55-60. Schmidt also discloses in col. 9, lines 30-35, that a group 
call initiator may begin a group call by dialing a privately defined group identification 
number such as "*12". After receiving notice of a request to have a group call, the group 
call server consults its database and determines which addresses belong to requested 
caller group and initiates the group call setup procedures, col. 8, lines, 3-8. Regarding 
claim 28, see Schmidt et al @ col. 9, lines 40-45, where they disclose that the Group 
Call Server would in turn determine which user group to call based on the dialed digits 
(*12) and the particular subscriber originating the call. Determining the particular 
subscriber is accomplished by Caller ID or ANI. Pertaining to claims 29, 30, 31 Schmidt 
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et al disclose @col. 2, lines 42-58, that "[t]he mobile terminal preferably examines the 
calling party field of the message and notes the presence of flag characters. When the 
flag characters are present, the mobile terminal parses out the flag characters and 
Calling party ID. For claim 31 , Schmidt discloses @ col. 2, lines 55-58, that the mobile 
terminal automatically answers group calls of certain kinds and requires manual 
intervention of the user group prior to answering the page for other kinds of group calls. 

Schmidt's conference code and group code input signals are disclosed @ col. 
7, lines 54-60 and col.9, lines 17-25 and lines 31-37. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 24-26, 33, 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Schmidt et al '200. 

For applicant to start the conference code by entering the "#" designation is deemed 

a design choice over Schmidt's disclosure. For claim 33, it would have been obvious to 

modify Schmidt's method of group calling to allow the user to enter another participant 

in the list of participants because at any given time participants may be added or 

deleted from certain groups based on priority. For claim 36, to have received the 

contact numbers of group participants via VoIP over the Internet is deemed obvious 

because the call initiator has a choice between multiple providers, one of which is VoIP. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Creighton H. 
Smith at telephone number 571/272-7546. 

02 AUG '05 Creighton H Smith 

Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2645 



